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using the nonpartisan CBO to provide
estimates. He wants instead to use the
White House’s own numbers. Could it
be because those numbers are more po-
litically convenient? Of course, the an-
swer is yes.

The President is using OMB esti-
mates because he does not want to
make the tough decisions and the
tough tradeoffs. In addition, the Presi-
dent’s proposal provides no detail and
no policy assumptions—there is then
no there, there. In sum, instead of low-
ering the deficit, the administration
lowers the deficit estimate.

As former CBO Director Dr.
Reischauer said the other day, and this
is a direct quote: ‘“He’’—meaning the
President—‘‘lowered the bar and then
gracefully jumped over it.”’

To the point, the President uses rosy
scenarios. By embracing Ms. Rosy Sce-
nario, the President undermines both
his leadership and his credibility. | do
not feel that | am carping on this issue,
Mr. President, because | have walked
the walk. | have broken ranks with Re-
publican administrations in both the
Reagan and Bush years because they
proposed rosy scenarios and magic as-
terisks to seemingly lower the deficit.
Rosy scenarios were wrong then and
they are wrong now.

The President’s intentions in joining
the quest for a balanced budget are
known, but his credibility is damaged
by his new budget hocus-pocus. He has
not enhanced his relevance in the proc-
ess merely by offering what he says is
a balanced budget. What he proposed
must actually be a balanced budget to
have credibility. Only at that point
then will the President’s efforts to bal-
ance the budget be real and will his
part be relevant.

Again, | do not dismiss out of hand
the President’s efforts. His new budget
at least indicates the President’s good-
faith intentions. In that regard, it is a
good first step and a recognition that
we must balance the budget. But if the
administration wants to remain rel-
evant, it must revisit its budget pro-
posal and take the next very important
step and make the additional cuts nec-
essary to achieve balance, even by the
year 2005, at the end of his 10 years,
compared to the Republicans’ 7 years.

In short, | propose the administra-
tion go back to the drawing board.
Such actions would make the adminis-
tration’s budget truly credible with the
American people to whom he promised
a balanced budget proposal. The Presi-
dent must amend his proposal if he
wants to fulfill his role as a leader on
fiscal matters.

Mr. President, in closing, | would
like to highlight just one part of the
administration’s budget which | be-
lieve the President needs to seriously
reconsider, and that is the funding for
defense. | was astounded to find that
the President’s proposal for outlays for
defense is higher than that agreed to in
the Senate budget resolution drafted
by Senator DOMENICI.

The administration proposes to spend
approximately $20 billion more on de-
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fense than contained in the Senate’s
budget resolution for fiscal year 1996
through the year 2002. And that resolu-
tion contained the original Clinton de-
fense numbers. Incredibly, the adminis-
tration’s proposed defense spending is
even higher than that contained in the
House budget resolution. In the year
2002, the administration proposes to
spend—can you believe this?—$2 billion
more on defense than that very high
figure proposed in the House budget
resolution.

Now, I am at a loss to understand
why the President believes it is nec-
essary to increase defense spending by
billions. What can the justification
possibly be? The Soviet military threat
has evaporated. DOD managers cannot
even account for the taxpayers’ money
they already have and have already
spent. Any extra money would largely
go toward buying hidden costs—in
other words, paying for cost overruns,
not for more weapons or equipment.

At the same time, the President pro-
poses to give more money to the gen-
erals, he is asking working families,
family farms, and the elderly to tight-
en their belts.

I was also astonished that in the out-
years—years 9 and 10 of his budget—the
administration continues to ratchet up
defense spending. That is so far down
the road that it is not even a credible
proposal. So what is the rationale?

Finally, revisiting the President’s
proposal to increase defense spending
would be a good place to start—I think
it is a good place to start—as the ad-
ministration looks for additional cuts
in spending for its new budget pro-
posal—cuts that must be provided if
the administration is to maintain
credibility as we work to achieve a bal-
anced budget.

We Republicans thank him for his
proposed balanced budget, but we want
him to use real numbers. We want it to
be balanced in the year 2005, and we do
not want to have a $9 billion deficit
that is presently under the nonpartisan
Congressional Budget Office’s calcula-
tions, as they have reviewed and
critiqued his proposal.

I yield the floor.

Mr. President, | suggest the absence
of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WAR-
NER). The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. DOLE. Mr. President, | ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

REPORT OF THE AGREEMENT BE-
TWEEN THE UNITED STATES
AND THE GOVERNMENT OF LAT-
VIA CONCERNING FISHERIES—

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESI-
DENT—PM 56
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-

fore the Senate the following message
from the President of the United
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States, together with an accompanying
report; which was referred jointly to
the Committee on Commerce, Science,
and Transportation and the Committee
on Foreign Relations, pursuant to Pub-
lic Law 94-265:

To the Congress of the United States:

In accordance with the Magnuson
Fishery Conservation and Management
Act of 1976 (16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.), |
transmit herewith an Agreement Be-
tween the Government of the United
States of America and the Government
of the Republic of Latvia Extending
the Agreement of April 8, 1993, Con-
cerning Fisheries Off the Coasts of the
United States. The Agreement, which
was effected by an exchange of notes at
Riga on March 28, 1995, and April 4,
1995, extends the 1993 Agreement to De-
cember 31, 1997.

In light of the importance of our fish-
eries relationship with the Republic of
Latvia, | urge that the Congress give
favorable consideration to this Agree-
ment at an early date.

WILLIAM J. CLINTON.

THE WHITE HOUSE, June 20, 1995.

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE

At 11:50 a.m., a message from the
House of Representatives, delivered by
Ms. Goetz, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House has passed the
following bill, in which it requests the
concurrence of the Senate:

H.R. 1070. An act to designate the reservoir
created by Trinity Dam in the Central Val-
ley project, California, as “Trinity Lake”.

At 2:16 p.m., a message from the
House of Representatives, delivered by
Mr. Hays, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House has passed the
following bill, in which it requests the
concurrence of the Senate:

H.R. 1530. An act to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 1996 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, to pre-
scribe military personnel strengths for fiscal
year 1996, and for other purposes.

MEASURES REFERRED

The following bills were read the first
and second times, by unanimous con-
sent and referred as indicated:

H.R. 1070. An act to designate the reservoir
created by Trinity Dam in the Central Val-
ley project, California, as “Trinity Lake”; to
the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources; and

H.R. 1530. An act to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 1996 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, to pre-
scribe military personnel strengths for fiscal
year 1996, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Armed Services.

MEASURES PLACED ON THE
CALENDAR

The following resolution was read
and placed on the calendar:

S. Res. 97. Resolution expressing the sense
of the Senate with respect to peace and sta-
bility in the South China Sea.
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